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1883. to costs if he succeeded. Had the law allowed
such tricks, it would have justified the opinion of
Mr. Bumble in the case of Oliver Twist But
it did not On the contrary, "maintenance," or
officious intermeddling in other men's suits, had
always been recognised as an actionable wrong,
and Mr. Newdegate gained nothing by sheltering
himself behind Mr. Clarke. On the very day that
the second reading of the Affirmation Bill was
moved, the Lord Chief Justice, in an elaborate
and most interesting judgment,1 held that Mr.
Newdegate was liable to Mr. Bradlaugh for the
whole expenses of the action from the issue of
the writ to the decision of the Lords. Lord
Coleridge's caustic comments upon the manner in
which Bradlaugh had been treated by men acting
in what they thought defence of what they
thought religion were worthy of his great office,
and produced a salutary impression upon reflective
minds.

In the House of Commons, however, honest
prejudice against Bradlaugh and the bigotry which
usurps the name of religion made a calm con-
sideration of the subject difficult, if not impossible.
Yet the matter was surely plain, and the question
free from doubt Even if theological tests for
Members of Parliament were desirable, they did
not in fact exist It was not as an Atheist, but as
an "avowed" Atheist, that the opponents of the
Bill claimed to exclude Mr. Bradlaugh. In the
early weeks of that very Session a disciple of Mill
had, like Mill himself, taken the oath without
objection from any one, or scruple of his own.
Even Mr. Bradlaugh, who had formerly, though
not recently, proclaimed his Atheism in a manner
offensive to most people's feelings, might have
kissed the sacred book, and called upon God to

1 L.R. xi. Q.B.D. 1-15,